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Reply to Office action of April 22, 2008 



REMARKS 

This paper is in response to the Office Action of April 22, 2008, the term to respond 
extends to July 22, 2008. Claims 1, 9, 15, and 19 have been amended and claims 8, 18, and 
23-27 have been canceled. 

Independent claim 1 has been amended to incorporate the allowable subject matter of 
dependent claim 8. Dependent claim 9 has been amended to be rewritten in independent 
form and incorporate the limitations of the base independent claim 1. Independent claim 15 
has been amended to incorporate the allowable subject matter of dependent claim 18. 
Dependent claim 19 has been amended to be rewritten in independent form and incorporate 
the limitations of the base independent claim 15. Accordingly, the newly amended claims do 
not introduce new matter. 

Rejections Under 35 USC § 101 

The Examiner rejected the claims 1-27 under 35 USC § 101 as being directed toward 
non-statutory subject matter. Independent claims 1, 9, 15, and 19 have been amended to 
specifically cite a computer-implemented method of processing communication packets 
stored in memory. The independent claims as amended are directed toward statutory matter 
of a computer-implemented method of processing communication packets stored in memory. 
The Examiner is respectfully directed to pages 10-12 of the as-filed specification which 
disclose aspects of the present invention manipulates and transforms data as physical 
(electronic) quantities within the computing system memory, which is not limited to the 
memory of a specific computer. As described throughout the as-filed specification, the 
computing system memory comprises memory in computing elements such as routers, server 
systems, client systems, etc. The Examiner is respectfully requested to withdraw this 
rejection in view of the amendments. 

The Applicants have made amendments to the claims for clarification purposes, in 
view of the indication of allowable subject matter by the Examiner. The amendments to 
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accept the allowable subject matter should not be construed as agreement with the rejection, 
but instead viewed as a means to expedite issuance of the subject matter that is currently in 
condition for allowance. Thus, the Applicants respectfully reserve the right to file a 
continuation with claims of similar or broader scope, if so desired. 

If the Examiner has any questions concerning the present amendment, the Examiner is 
kindly requested to contact the undersigned at (408) 774-6910. If any fees are due in 
connection with filing this amendment, the Commissioner is also authorized to charge 
Deposit Account No. 50-0805 (Order No SUNMP463). A duplicate copy of the transmittal is 
enclosed for this purpose. 
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Sunnyvale, CA 94085 
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Respectfully submitted, 

MARTINE PENILLA & GENCARELLA, LLP 




Russell C. Gee. 
Reg. No. 62,178 
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